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In every period of history many parts and territories of the world divide and get a new
shape. There are lots of such examples. One clear example is the so-called ‘Grate Game’ and
division of Central Asia by the British and Russian Empires. In general, Central Asian region
has been under Russian inﬂuence for more than 150 years. Today in the 21st century
Central Asia once again is facing a new ‘Great Game’, but this time with new and non-
traditional powers in the region like the U.S. and China, which challenge the inﬂuence
of region's traditional power e Russia. This paper tries to touch upon the situation and the
tragic fate of Tajiks during the Russian-Soviet empires within the different political en-
tities, administrations and territories. It analyzes the impact of Russian and Soviet legacies
and territorial policies on Tajiks and Tajikistan. According to the ﬁndings of this paper,
most of the previous Western and other foreign authors occasionally and brieﬂy opine
about this topic, especially about the catastrophic impact of the Russian and Soviet terri-
torial legacies to the Tajik nation, in their work mainly focusing on the history of Central
Asia. The paper draws together the main conclusions of relevant literature and tries to ﬁll
the gap within the body of existing literature and understandings concerning the topic.
Copyright © 2014, Asia-Paciﬁc Research Center, Hanyang University. Production and
hosting by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.1. Introduction
Todays Republic of Tajikistan was a part of historical-
geographical areas of Khurasan and Mawaraunnahr.1 Ta-
jiks are the only national group of Aryan and Persian (Ira-
nian) descendants in a predominantly Turko-Mongol
environment in Central Asia. Tajiks are characterized by
different scholars and sources as following: ‘Tajiks, an
Aryan people were the ﬁrst to settle in Central Asia’arch Center, Hanyang
Russians.
nter, Hanyang University. Prod(Encyclopedia of Modern Asia, Vol. 5, 2002, p.395), ‘the
earliest known inhabitants of Central Asia’ (Becker, 2004,
p.5; Sengupta, 2003, p.57), ‘the oldest settled population of
Central Asia’ (Masov, 2003, p.15), ‘the oldest aborigine of
the region’ (Masov, 2003, p.15); the ‘only autochthonous
people’ (Mamadaliev, 2013) and “the most ancient and
civilized people of Central Asia (Mamadaliev, 2013); ‘the
oldest inhabitants of this region’ (Abdullaev & Akbarzadeh,
2010, p.1); ‘indigenous inhabitants’ (Peimani, 1998, p.44)
and original Iranian inhabitants and population of Central
Asia (Encyclopedia of Modern Asia, Vol. 5, 2002, p.404;
Peimani, 1998, p.44), etc. Russian orientalist Piotrovskiy
recognizes and describes the history of Tajiks as “the
highest civilization on the ‘Silk Road’ in a time, when theuction and hosting by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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thing” (Piotrovskiy, 2013). The Soviet leader Stalin also has
expressed his opinion about the Tajiks: “Tajiks are the
special nation. They are not Uzbeks, not Kazakhs, not Kyr-
gyzs. They are Tajiks, the most ancient nation of Central
Asia. Tajik means a holder of crown, as they were called by
Iranians and the Tajiks proved it. Among all non-Russian
Muslim people in the territory of the USSR, the Tajiks are
the only non-Turk, an Iranian nation” (quoted in Masov,
2005, p.152; Nevezhin, 2003, p.272).
Tajiks had their last state of Tajik (Persian) origin of
Samani empire during 9th-10th centuries with capital
city Bukhara. The Samani empire ruled much of todays
Central Asia, Iran, Afghanistan and other areas. During
the era of Samani empire, the process of the formation of
Tajik people completed. Since then for ten centuries until
the conquest of Russian and Soviet empires in 19th and
20th centuries, Central Asia was mainly ruled by the
nomadic Turko-Mongol tribes and dynasties. But, in all
those Turko-Mongol kingdoms the Persian language and
culture remained to play a key role. Tajiks, until the in-
dependence of Tajikistan in 1991 from the USSR, included
in the following empires, dynasties, kingdoms, states,
etc.:
(1). Pre-Islamic period e 1. Persia's Achaemenid Empire
(the First Persian Empire), 550-330 BCE (Capital:
Pasargadae, Ecbatana, Persepolis, Susa, Babylon); 2.
Seleucid Empire (Greek-Macedonian Hellenistic state),
312 BC-250 BC (Capital: Seleucia on the Tigris (305-
240 BC) & Antioch (240-64 BC); 3.Greece-Bactrian
Kingdom, 250 BC-140 BC (Capital: Balkh, Alexandria on
the Oxus. Included Bactria and Sogdiana in Central
Asia); 4. Kushan Empire, 30 BC-410 AD (Capital:
Bagram, Peshawar, Taxila, Mathura); 5. Parthian Em-
pire (Ashkoniyon), 247 BCe224 AD (Capital: Asaak
(Iran), Hecatompylos (Iran), Amol (Iran), Ecbatana
(Iran), Ctesiphon (Iraq), Susa (Iran), Mithridatkird-Nisa
(Turkmenistan); 6. Sasanid Empire (Sosoniyon) (the
last pre-Islamic Persian Empire), 224-651 (Capital:
Ctesiphon (Iraq); 7. Hephthalite Empire (Haytoliyon),
450-567 (Capital: Kunduz (Badian), Balkh (Baktra),
Sialkot (Sakala).
(2). Islamic period e 1. Ummayad Caliphate, 671-750
(Capital: Damascus); 2. Abbasid Caliphate, 750-875
(Capital: Kufa, Baghdad, Ar-Raqqah); 3. Tahirid Dy-
nasty (Persian origin), 821-873 (Capital: Marv, Nisha-
pur); 4. Saffarid Dynasty, 873-900 (Capital: Zaranj); 5.
Samanid Empire, 875-999 (Capital: Bukhara, Balkh); 6.
Ghaznavid Dynasty, 998-1186 (Capital: Ghazna,
Lahore); 7. Qarakhanid Dynasty, 1005-1212 (Capital:
Balasagun, Kashgar, Samarqand); 8. Shansabani/
Ghurid Dynasty, unclear date-1215 (Capital: Firuzkuh,
Ghur, Ghazna); 9.Great Seljuk Empire, 1040-1157
(Capital: Nishapur, Isfahan, Hamadan, Marv (Merv);
10.Khwarazmian Dynasty, 1162-1221 (Capital: Gur-
ganj, Samarqand, Ghazna, Tabriz); 11.Mongol Empire,
1221-1359; 12.Temurid Dynasty, 1370-1507 (Capital:
Samarqand, Herat); 13.Shaybanids, 1501-1599 (Appa-
nages: Balkh, Bukhara, Samarqand, Khwarasm, etc.);14. Ashtarkhanids, 1599-1753 (Capital: Bukhara); 15.
Manghits, 1753-1920 (Capital: Bukhara).
(3). Modern period: 1. Turkistan2 Governor-Generalship of
Tsarist Russia, 1867-1918 (Capital: Tashkent); 2. Tur-
kistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic,
1918e1924 (Capital: Tashkent); 3. Bukhara People's
Soviet Republic, 1920-1924 (Capital: Bukhara); 4.
Tajikistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic within
the Uzbek SSR, 1924e1929 (Capital: Dushanbe); 5.
Tajikistan Soviet Socialist Republic within the USSR,
1929e1991 (Capital: Dushanbe); 6. Republic of
Tajikistan, 1991~present.
There were three states in Central Asia in the seven-
teenth and eighteenth centuries: the Bukhara Emirate,
Khiva Khanate and Kokand Khanate (Keller, 2001, p.5;
Roudik, 2007, pp.67, 72). These states-kingdoms were not
established according to national principle. Various eth-
nicities and nationalities of the modern Central Asian re-
publics lived in those kingdoms. Most of the territories of
the modern Tajikistan were included in Bukhara Emirate
and a small part in Kokand Khanate. Among these king-
doms the Bukhara Emirate was the biggest.
The Russian Empire paid more attention to Central Asia
from the mid-nineteenth century. As Pierce points out,
“The Russian movement into Central Asia in the nineteenth
century was a late phase in an expansion already in prog-
ress over several centuries” (Pierce, 1960, p.17). In 1858 the
Asian Department of the Russian foreign ministry sent
three missions (Kudryavtsev, 2002, pp.572e574) to Central
Asia, ofﬁcially called “scientiﬁc expeditions” to East Iran
(Khurasan) and Herat (Afghanistan) headed by N.V. Kha-
nykov, to East Turkistan headed by Ch.Ch. Valikhanov, and a
diplomatic embassy to Khiva and Bukhara headed by N.P.
Ignatev (Akdes, 1980, pp.503e523; Becker, 2004, p.12) with
the purpose of becoming familiar with the region, facilitate
its future conquest and “to help Saint Petersburg to work
out themeasures of future resistance to England's inﬂuence
in the region …” (Andreev, 1999). Soon, Central Asia was
conquered by the Russian Empire in the second half of the
nineteenth century.
In March 1863 the Emperor of Russia Alexander II
approved the decree of the Special Committee on con-
ducting military actions in Central Asia e in Kokand and
Khiva Khanates and Bukhara Emirates (Andreev, 1999). In
order to appease the European governments (ﬁrst of all the
British) the Russian Foreign Minister Prince Alexander
Gorchakov wrote and addressed to powers a historical
circular (Bokiev, 1994, p.14; Becker, 2004, pp.14e15;
Glushenko, 2000, p.17; Karrer d'Ankos & Bogatyrenko,
2006, p.28; Keller, 2001, p.5; Namazova, 1995, p.119;
Pierce, 1960, p.20; Roudik, 2007, p.73) a justiﬁcation for
Russian advance in Central Asia, which was sent on 21
November 1864 to all Russian ambassadors to foreign
countries (Shirokorad, 2003, p.96). The circular highlighted
Russia's mission for the safety of its borders and trade re-
lations and also to civilize the “half-savage vagrant people”
(Andreev, 1999) of Central Asia, whose “wild and violent2 Also spelled as Turkestan.
3 Embassy of Tajikistan to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, “British Museum has gifted six facsimiles of the Oxus
Treasury to the National Museum of Tajikistan”, 12 March 2013, http://
www.tajembassy.org.uk/index.php?option¼com_
content&view¼article&id¼68:british-museum-has-gifted-six-facsimiles-
of-the-oxus-treasury-to-the-national-museum-of-tajikistan&catid¼2:
press-realises&Itemid¼13 (Accessed 14.11.13).
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(Andreev, 1999). The Russian general Chernyaev (also
spelled as Cherniaev) captured Tashkent (Becker, 2004,
p.22; Keller, 2001, p.14; Mackenzie, 1967, p.266; Pchelov,
2003, p.505; Pierce, 1960, pp.22e23; Roudik, 2007,
pp.73e74)e the biggest city in the then Central Asia in June
17, 1865. With the capture of Tashkent, Russia further
strengthened its dominance in the region. Tashkent city
became a military and administrative center of the Russian
Empire in Central Asia (Glushenko, 2000, p.39; Roudik,
2007, pp.76, 81). Consequently, the Turkistan province
was established and included in the Orenburg governor-
generalship.
There are several explanations of the motivations
behind the conquest of Central Asia by the Russian Empire:
1). Russia's ‘civilizedmission’ in Asia; 2). Security of Russian
frontiers from the threat of nomadic attacks; 3). Fear of the
region's invasion by the rival power e Britain; 4). To stop
Britain's activities in the region; 5). American civil war, stop
of cotton import from America to Russia and the Russia's
need for a new source of rawmaterials, especially cotton for
its industry; 6). Development of trade with Central Asia; 7).
Expansion of new lands and territories.
2. Turkistan Governor-generalship of Tsarist Russia
(1867e1918. Capital: Tashkent)
The Turkistan Governor-Generalship of Russia was
established on July 11, 1867 by the Russian special imperial
decree (Glushenko, 2010; Mackenzie, 1967, p.265; Pierce,
1960, p.26). Few days later, the Tsar appointed K.P. Kauf-
man as the ﬁrst governor-general of Turkistan (Brower,
1997, p.118; Glushenko, 2010; Keller, 2001, p.6;
Mackenzie, 1967, p.265; Pierce, 1960, p.26; Roudik, 2007,
pp.76e77; Yountchi, 2011, p.217), to whom unlimited au-
thority (Mackenzie, 1967, p.268) was given “to solve any
political, border and trade issues; to send the trusted en-
voys to neighboring dominions to conduct negotiations;
and to sign the treaties, conditions or resolutions”
(Mackenzie, 1967, p.268; Pobedonostsev, 2010). Tashkent
city was made the headquarters of the new Turkistan
Governor-Generalship of Tsarist Russia (Roudik, 2007,
p.76). Although some lands in Central Asia were never
invaded by Russia, Turkistan was established as a semi-
independent protectorate under Russian control. The
Russian invasion had important both positive and negative
impacts on politics, society and culture in Central Asia.
There are different opinions expressed by the scholars
about the nature of the Russian conquest of Central Asia.
Khalid describes it as ‘so rude in its abruptness’ (Khalid,
1998, p.44). Some scholars like Mamadaliev think that the
Russian conquest of Central Asia was ‘extremely brutal’ and
Russians acted ‘as other colonizers; they were ruthless,
merciless killers who wiped out thousands of people,
destroying their economies’. According to this author, the
Russian authorities “looted thousands of Central Asian
objects, of all sizes and kinds, as trophies or plunder which
they then shipped to Saint Petersburg or Moscow. When
General von Kaufman was governor-general of Turkestan,
he plundered the movable symbols of sovereignty as well
as the records of intellectual life and history of Central Asia.Among the stolen objects were numerous medieval man-
uscripts, ancient vessels from mosques, and other artistic
objects” (Mamadaliev, 2013). For instance, in May 1873,
when general Kaufman captured the Khiva Khanate, the
royal archive of khanate was sent to St.Petersburg and the
khan's throne was sent to Moscow (Roudik, 2007, p.79). A
Russian well-known orientalist academician Mikhail Pio-
trovskiy has emphasized that “part of a famous ‘Great
Game’ between England and Russia for the road to India
was a competition of who takes out more cultural values”
(Piotrovskiy, 2013). In fact, yes, indeed, there are lots of
important historical documents, manuscripts, art objects
and other heritage of Tajik people now kept in the State
Hermitage Museum of Russia. The above-mentioned
scholar Piotrovskiy, who is a long-time Director of the
State Hermitage Museum of Russia, has conﬁrmed the ex-
istence of the heritage of Tajiks in the Central Asia section of
the Russian State Hermitage Museum (Piotrovskiy, 2013).
In March 2013 the British Museum has gifted copies of the
some items of the Oxus Treasury to the National Museum of
Tajikistan.3 Another scholar Geiss is of opinion, that the
Russian rule “rudely disregarded local customs and habits
and endangered the indigenousmaterial basis of life, at ﬁrst
through the uncontrolled spread of European settlement
and later through the planned imperial colonization policy”
(Geiss, 2003, p.189). The newly invaded and occupied lands
and territories of Central Asia by the Tsarist Russia “were
organized according to the traditional Russian adminis-
trative system, which did not reﬂect historic, economic, and
national speciﬁcs of the region” (Roudik, 2007, p.77).
Russian forces invaded the Bukhara Emirate in 1866 and
took Khujand (Pierce, 1960, p.24) and other areas. In 1868
they took Samarqand. Encouraged and supported by the
Islamic clergy, the amir of Bukhara proclaimed a holy war
on Russia in April 1868. But soon amir's army was defeated
and after the Zirabuloq battle Bukhara Emirate became a
vassal state of Russia. Soon in 1873 the Khanate of Khiva fell
and was conquered (Pierce, 1960, pp.29e34; Roudik, 2007,
pp.72, 79) and in 1876 the Tsar Alexander II by his decree
abolished the Kokand Khanate and annexed it as the Far-
ghana region to the Turkistan Governor-Generalship of
Russia (Roudik, 2007, p.82). In 1885 Bukhara Emirate was
included within the Russia's customs frontier (Roudik,
2007, p.81) and Russian troops took control of the
Bukhara Emirate's borders with Afghanistan. After a decade
in 1895 the agreement was signed between Britain and
Russia (Roudik, 2007, p.82), which deﬁned ‘The Spheres of
Inﬂuence of the two countries in the Region of the Pamirs’.
According to this agreement, Rushan, Shugnan and north-
ern Wakhan to the east of Bukhara-Afghanistan border,
were to be transferred to Bukhara Emirate and South Dar-
waz to Afghanistan. In 2005 after more than a century
Russia completely withdrew its border forces from the
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Since the conquest, Central Asia became a source of raw
material for the Russian industry. Cotton became the main
agricultural product in the region. The Russian colonization
of Central Asia had also positive impacts. It brought
modernization, progress and development. Railways were
constructed, new schools and gymnasiums were opened. It
introduced the Russian culture and world civilization to
Tajik and other people of the region.
The conquest and territorial expansion of Central Asia
by the Russian Empire was formally ended by the bilateral
notes and agreements of Russia with China in 1894 and
with Britain in 1895 and 1907 (Pobedonostsev, 2010). But,
the same legacy was continued by the Soviet Empire.
3. Turkistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic
(1918e1924. Capital: Tashkent)
Turkistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic (ТASSR)
formally was established in 1918 (Sakharov, 2010). In 1921
the northern part of present-day Tajikistan became part of
the Turkistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic. The
Turkistan ASSR also included present-day Uzbekistan,
Kyrgyzstan, a small portion of northern Turkmenistan, and
southern Kazakhstan, almost whole Central Asia. There
were two types of Soviet governments in Central Asia
before 1924: autonomous republics like the Turkistan
Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic, which was part of
the Russian Federation and people's republics like the
People's Republic of Bukhara and the People's Republic of
Khwarazm. These latter enjoyed diplomatic relations with
Russia as independent countries. During the incorporation
of these republics, their pre-Soviet boundaries were
retained, although those boundaries did not correspond to
the ethnic identity of the peoples that populated them.
The tragedy for the Tajik population of Central Asia was
again the advent of the name “Turkistan” (or Turkestan)
given by Russia for the region. The term “Turkistan” means
- the country or land of the Turks. Actually, this term was
employed by Emperor Zaheeruddin Muhammad Babur
(Allworth, 2002, p.60), the ruler of Afghanistan and founder
of Mughal Empire in India. By naming the region Turkistan,
the oldest settled people of the region Tajiks were ignored
and disregarded. According to Masov, the leaders of Tur-
kistan ASSR except Turkic-speaking nations didn't recog-
nize any other nation. The list of all school textbooks
published in that period is provided in the publications
catalogue of the State Publications of Turkistan ASSR in
1922. The textbooks were published in Uzbek, Kyrgyz,
Turkmen and Russian. There is no even a single textbook in
Tajiki (Persian) mentioned in the list. The teaching in all
schools of the Turkistan ASSR as well as the Bukhara Peo-
ple's Soviet Republic was conducted mainly in Turkic
(Uzbek) (Masov, 2003, pp.20e21). Turkistan Commissariat
of Nationalities published 60 newspapers andmagazines in
local languages, but none of them was in Tajiki (Makarova
cited in Nourzhanov & Bleuer, 2013, p.40). This commis-
sariat, which dealt with issues of nationalities, had these
sections or departments - Kyrgyz, Turkmen, Uzbek and
minorities. Tajiks were under the jurisdiction of the Section
of minorities (Nourzhanov & Bleuer, 2013, p.40). Tajikswere the second biggest ethnicity in Central Asia during the
early period after the October Revolution in Russia
(Shakuri, 2010, pp.120, 131). But, according to the new
constitution of the Turkistan ASSR from 1920 the Tajiks
were not included in the list of the native people. Turkistan
authorities and constitution recognized Uzbeks, Kyrgyzs
and Turkmens as the native nationalities of the region
(Hirsch, 2005, p.86). The eminent Russian scholar and
orientalist Bartold in his article “The Tajiks. A Historical
Essay” of 1925 has protested and criticized the Soviet policy
and approach in creating the Soviet republics in Central
Asia, particulary regarding the Tajiks: “When in 1920 the
constitution of the Turkistan republic was approved, only
the Kyrgyzs, Uzbeks and Turkmen were recognized as its
‘native nationalities’, but the oldest residents of the region
the Tajiks were forgotten” (quoted in Abashin, 2007, p.191;
Dagiev, 2013, p.27; Masov, 1988, p.181; Masov, 2008, p.161;
Shakuri, 2010, p.131; Yountchi, 2011, p.221). In June 1920
the Soviet leader V. Lenin ordered to make “ethnographic
and other” maps of Turkistan by dividing it into three parts
Uzbekia, Kyrgyzia and Turkmenia (Bergne, 2007, p.41;
Hirsch, 2005, p.162; Shakuri, 2010, p.85). Again Tajik people
were ignored and disregarded. During this period Tajiks
had no chance of creating a common territory, cultural
community and national public education.
4. Tajiks in the Bukhara People's Soviet Republic
(1920e1924. Capital: Bukhara)
In early September 1920 the amir (emir) of Bukhara was
overthrown by Bolshevik forces, his emirate collapsed fully
and through the Eastern Bukhara (todays Tajikistan) he
escaped to Afghanistan, where he spent the rest of his life.
Eleven airplanes of the Red Army led by Mikhail Frunze, for
four days from 29th August to 1st September of 1920
bombed Bukhara, the important city and the center of Islam
in the Islamic world. This war ended on 2nd September
1920 and soon in the same month the Bukhara People's
Soviet Republic was formed. The Red Army looted and
plundered this ancient city, which was a museum full of
unique works of architecture, art, literature, etc. On 21st
September 1920 the Soviet representative sent a telegram
to Moscow with this content: “The whole Red Army
participated in the plunder and two full rail carriages were
sent to Tashkent … Now the plunder is spread to the vil-
lages. There are complaints about the raping of women and
girls” (Genis quoted in Shakuri, 2010, p.56). Mikhail Frunze
sent the treasure of emir and the Bukhara Emirate in
several rail carriages to Tashkent (Shakuri, 2010, p.58).
Again the representatives of the Pan-Turkist movement
became dominant in the newly established Bukhara Peo-
ple's Soviet Republic. The Bolsheviks gave power to Pan-
Turkists to rule the new republic (Shakuri, 2010, p.80). Of
course, there were Tajik leaders too, but most of themwere
attracted and inﬂuenced by Pan-Turkism. And many of
them registered themselves ofﬁcially as Uzbeks, for the
sake of their career. For example, the inaugural convention
of the All-Bukharan Revolutionary Committee, which ofﬁ-
cially declared the foundation of the Bukhara People's So-
viet Republic, was chaired by a Tajik (ofﬁcially Uzbek) e
Abdulqodir Muhiddinov (Abdullaev & Akbarzadeh, 2010,
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form of identity in Bukhara before the Soviet occupation.
Many members and leaders of the reformist Jadids4
movement, including ethnic Tajiks looked to Turkey as
the model for their reformist views and plans.
Bukhara is the birthplace and cradle of a modern Farsi
(Persian) used and spoken in todays Iran, Afghanistan,
Tajikistan and other countries. But, after the fall of this land
to Bolsheviks and Pan-Turkists, the language of Tajiks e
Farsi was withdrawn from education, publication, admin-
istration and ofﬁcial circulation in Bukhara and Samarqand
and was replaced with Turkic (Uzbek) (Khalid, 2001, p.157;
Shakuri, 2010, p.131). Not only the language, but the Persian
heritage of Tajiks also was disregarded. More than two
million Tajiks didn't have any publication in their own
language (Shakuri, 2010, p.131). The new education system
in these cities was largely designed in the Turkic (Uzbek)
language. The ﬁne of 5 Rubles5 was ofﬁcially introduced for
every case of speaking in Tajiki (Farsi) language (see also,
Masov, 2008, p.468; Shakuri, 2010, pp.82, 131 & 179). Ac-
cording to Muhammadjan Shakuri, the new Soviet state in
Bukhara implemented the policy of eliminating Tajiks and
their language (Shakuri, 2010, p.82). As Khalid points out,
“Revolution thus became synonymous with Turkicizing the
Persian-speaking population of Central Asia (Khalid, 2001,
p.157).
Most of the modern Tajikistan (Eastern Bukhara at that
time) included in the Bukhara People's Soviet Republic.
However, this inclusionwas only nominal. Eastern Bukhara
was a remote mountainous area and too far from both the
Turkistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic (ТASSR)
and the Bukhara People's Soviet Republic (BPSR). The
Eastern Bukhara still was a powerful base of the local
resistance against the Red Army. Therefore, until the end of
1920s the Soviet government could not establish itself fully
in Eastern Bukhara. It became possible only with the
complete defeat of the local resistance by the Red army and
the establishment of the Tajikistan Soviet Socialist Republic
in 1929.5. The era of the national-territorial delimitation of
Central Asia. Establishment of the Tajikistan
Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic within the
Uzbek SSR (1924e1929. Capital: Dushanbe)
In 1924 the Soviet government decided to delineate new
borders in Central Asia, carving up the region among its
majority ethnic groups (see also Roy, 2005). It was a strat-
egy of “divide and rule”. Many mistakes were made as a
result of these ‘artiﬁcial and drastic changes’ (Menges,
2002, p.65) in the process of the implementation of the
national-territorial delimitation, and the creation of the
union republics, autonomous republics, and autonomous
regions. Historically established boundaries were ignored
and traditional regional entities were destroyed. Before the4 For further reading on Jadids movement or Jadidism in Central Asia,
see, e.g., Khalid, A. (1998). The Politics of Muslim Cultural Reform: Jadidism
in Central Asia. University of California Press.
5 Soyuz pisatelei SSSR (1990), Druzhba narodov, p.194.Russian and Soviet occupation, the modern Central Asian
republics of Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan were included in three
kingdoms - Bukhara Emirate, Khiva Khanate and Kokand
Khanate. As a result of the national-territorial delimitation
of Central Asia by the Soviets, the capital cities and many
territories of all those three kingdoms were given to
Uzbekistan. These kingdoms became just a mere part or
province of the newUzbek SSR. The new Soviet republics of
Central Asia were artiﬁcially created by the Soviets on the
basis of the concept of language and ethnicity. But, before
the Soviet rule, the traditional form of identity in Central
Asia were tribe, clan and Islam.
On 14th October 1924 the Soviet government created
the Tajikistan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic (or
Tajik ASSR) within the Uzbek Soviet Socialist Republic. The
Tajik ASSR included only the territories of the former
Eastern Bukhara, which was the most backward and
remote part of the Bukhara Emirate. According to acade-
micianMasov “As a result of the ‘coarse division’6 of Central
Asia in 1924, Tajiks were given the mountainous areas and
foothills, they lost the historical and cultural centers,
economically developed regions and territories belonging
to them by right, where Tajik population lived compactly”
(Masov, 2003, p.3).
Again, the Turkic leaders of Central Asia and the fol-
lowers of the Pan-Turkism7 were dominant and had a
leading role (Dagiev, 2013, p.18) in high level political af-
fairs, especially during the era of national-territorial de-
limitation of Central Asia. Therefore, the Pan-Turkism
played a key role in the formation of the new and artiﬁcial
Soviet republics in Central Asia. Tajiks faced continuous
harassment and persecution by the Pan-Turkist ofﬁcials
and leaders in Soviet government in Central Asia, who
openly ignored and disregarded even the very existence of
such a nation Tajiks (Masov, 2003, p.19). It was deeply
traumatic for the Tajik people and they suffered great
moral, spiritual and national loss.
The Soviets abolished the identities as ‘Sart’ and ‘Turk’
and made a decision that many Turko-Mongol tribes of
Central Asia, who host the identities like Chaghatai, Karluk,
Kipchak, Lakai etc would be known as Uzbeks (Dagiev,
2013, p.22; Pierce, 1960, pp.10e11; Suny, 1999, p.162). It
caused many ethnicities and tribes to lose their own heri-
tage, culture and language. This decision and legacy was a
big mistake and crime against those ethnicities.
Territorial issue has the most signiﬁcance among the
tragedies of the ethnic history of Tajiks in the XXth century
related to historical centers of Tajik culture and civilization
Samarqand and Bukhara. The cities of Samarqand and
Bukhara were the major centers of Islamic education in the
eastern part of the Islamic world. For Tajiks both Samar-
qand and Bukhara cities were the main ‘civilizational res-
ervoirs’ (Kadyrbaev, 2010) the source of their intellectual6 This phrase ‘coarse division’ is my English translation of the original
phrase of academician R. Masov in Russian «topornoe razdelenie» (Z.U.).
7 For further reading on Pan-Turkism and its impacts to Tajiks, see, e.g.,
Shakuri, М. (2010). Panturkizm va sarnavishti ta'rikhii tojikon. Dushanbe:
Adib.
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century, and the signiﬁcant centers of national conscious-
ness and identity. Unfortunately, both Samarqand and
Bukhara e the ‘large Tajik cities and impotant areas of Tajik
culture and history’ (Yountchi, 2011, p.223), these ‘ancient
bastions of Persian-Tajik culture’ (Smith, Law, Wilson, Bohr,
& Allworth, 1998, p.213) (where the majority of the popu-
lation were and still are Tajiks) were given to Uzbekistan as
a result of the catastrophic national-territorial delimitation
carried out by the Soviets in 1924 in Central Asia (see also,
Dagiev, 2013; Hirsch, 2005, 2004; Masov, 2008, 2003, 1995,
1991; Minahan, 2014; Mirskiy, 2000; Nourzhanov& Bleuer,
2013; Roy, 2005). It undermined the potential of the new
Tajikistan (Mirskiy, 2000, p.47). Bukhara and Samarqand
are essentially Tajik cities, but the Soviet rule made them
politically part of Uzbekistan (Mack & Surina, 2005,
pp.44e45). Let us see, how Kirill Nourzhanov and Bleuer
observe it: “Samarkand and Bukhara, the two paramount
cultural, spiritual and economic centres of the Tajiks,
remained in Uzbekistan. The Uzbek leaders used under-
hand tactics to achieve this: the capital of Uzbekistan was
temporarily moved from Tashkent to Samarkand, where
Tajik citizens were encouraged to call themselves Uzbeks,
otherwise they could be sent to ‘brotherly Tajikistan’ to
help overcome its backwardness.” (Nourzhanov & Bleuer,
2013, p.41). Indeed, one of the main anti-Tajiks tactics and
strategy of the Uzbek leadership was moving the capital of
Uzbekistan from Tashkent to Samarqand (Shakuri, 2010,
p.138). It was a tragedy for Tajik people. As Dagiev points
out: “The Uzbek leadership initiated and created the
‘Uzbekiﬁcation’ of other non-Uzbek ethnicities and na-
tionals and were responsible for its results. The most
important strategy was shifting the capital from Tashkent
to Samarqand, located closer to Bukhara, which at that time
had a symbolic meaning as well as strategic importance”
(Dagiev, 2013, p.25). Tajiks became ‘the object of a discreet,
but persistent policy of Uzbekisation’ (Roy, 2007, p.71).8
Thousands of Tajiks in Bukhara, Samarqand, Shahrisabz
and other cities and regions were registered, recorded and
identiﬁed9 as Uzbeks (Dagiev, 2013, p.25; Kokaisl &
Usmanov, 2012, p.161; Smith et al., 1998, p.212) under the
threat of being deported to Tajikistan if they write their
nationality Tajik (Hirsch, 2004, p.142; Masov, 2003;
Shakuri, 2010, p.133). Tajiks were forced (Dagiev, 2013,
pp.19 & 25) to be ofﬁcially Uzbeks, in order to remain in
their hometowns and to live (Hirsch, 2004, p.142; Shakuri,
2010, p.82). Also, many Tajiks were encouraged and
decided to do so for the sake of their career and status in
the Communist Party and society. The Uzbek leaders
implemented these anti-Tajik and uzbekization policies in
order to artiﬁcially decrease the number of Tajiks in the
cities and regions with Tajiks as a major population, during
the population census of 1926. This unfair and injustice8 For further reading on the uzbekization of Tajiks in Uzbekistan, see,
e.g., Mirskiy, G., (2000). Na razvalinakh imperii: etnicheskie i natsional'nye
problemy v byvshem Sovetskom Soyuze. Мoscow: IMEMO, RAS.
9 UZBEKISTAN Country Study Guide, Volume 1 Strategic Information
and Developments. World Business Information Catalog. Washington DC:
International Business Publications, 2013, p.52.actionwas done in order to prevent Tajiks from establishing
their own republic (Masov, 1991, p. 78). According to Smith
et al. the ‘passport uzbekization’ continued during the So-
viet rule (Smith et al., 1998, pp.212e213). Roy also conﬁrms
the existence of ‘uzbekization’ of Tajiks in Uzbekistan dur-
ing 1970s and 1980s (Roy, 2007, p.71). Even now in inde-
pendent Uzbekistan, as per Masov's view, the uzbekization
and assimilation of Tajiks continues, (Masov, 2008, 2003)
and as Shakuri points out, still Tajiks write their nationality
as Uzbek under the fear (Shakuri, 2010, p.83). As a result of
these ‘uzbekization’10 and assimilation (Suny, 1999, p.166)
policies, the Tajiks, whoweremajority (Hirsch, 2005, p.178)
in Bukhara, Samarqand, Surkhondaryo and other places,
soon became a small minority in these cities after the
population census of 1926 (Dagiev, 2013; Hirsch, 2005;
Masov, 2003; Nourzhanov & Bleuer, 2013). The then Tajik
ofﬁcial asked the authorities: “Did all the Tajiks die? If so, it
must be a result of non-Soviet policies” (Hirsch, 2004,
p.141; Hirsch, 2005, p.178). As Masov describes it, as if there
was a sudden epidemic in Uzbekistan, where in a very short
period, hundreds of thousands of one nationality e Tajiks
died (Masov, 2003, p.23). Tajiks became a victim of the both
e the wrong and unfair national-territorial delimitation
policy of Bolsheviks and a victim of Pan-Turkism.
In such a difﬁcult period of transition from the old
emirate to a new communist system if Tajiks could have
their main centers of culture and civilization Bukhara and
Samarqand, these cities could keep the Tajik people's na-
tional and territorial unity. As a scholar and Tajik, I think the
loss of Bukhara and Samarqand is the main reason that the
Tajik people lost their national, linguistic and cultural unity
during the Soviet era. They were divided and lost a chance
to have a single culture, single mentality, single standard
language and single economic commonness. Moreover, I
am of opinion that one of the main reasons of the Tajiki-
stan's civil war of 1992e1997, direct political and military
involvement of Uzbekistan in this war, current tensions
between Uzbekistan and Tajikistan and yet unsuccessful
regional integration in Central Asia, is thewrong, unfair and
a catastrophic territorial division of Central Asia by the
Soviet government in 1924 and 1929.
6. Tajikistan Soviet Socialist Republic within the USSR
(1929e1991. Capital: Dushanbe)
In 1929 after the long struggles with Pan-Turkist Soviet
leaders in Central Asia, the Tajik ASSR was made a separate
republic from the Uzbek SSR and the Tajik SSR was estab-
lished (see also Masov, 2008, 2003, 1995, 1991; Roy, 2005).
On October 15, 1929 formation of the Tajik Soviet Socialist
Republic was announced at the 3rd Extraordinary Congress
of Soviets and in November 1929 the Tajik SSR became a
part of the USSR as a union republic. During this period the
Soviet government transferred the Khujand region (located
in the Farghana valley), from the Uzbek SSR to the Tajik SSR.
But, this move could not replace the intellectual potential of
Bukhara and Samarqand. The aim of the national-territorial
delimitation of Central Asia by the Soviet government and10 Soyuz pisatelei SSSR (1990), Druzhba narodov, p.194.
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groups to particular homelands. Another motivation of this
policy was to destroy traditional regional entities. More-
over, centuries of interethnic cohabitation in Central Asia
became a reason that, a clear-cut division was impossible.
As a result of catastrophic national-territorial delimitation
of Central Asia by the Soviets, the large proportion of Tajiks
continued to reside outside the borders of the Tajik SSR,
mostly in Bukhara, Samarkand, Tashkent, Surkhondaryo,
Farghana, etc in the Uzbek SSR (see also Bergne, 2007, p.48;
Nourzhanov & Bleuer, 2013, p.40), while many Turko-
Mongol tribes such as Kyrgyz, Uzbeks, Barlas, Lakai, Kun-
ghurat and other ethnicities found themselves in the Tajik
SSR.
The capital and administrative center of Eastern
Bukhara (today's Tajikistan) in the Bukhara Emirate was
Hisor. But, the Soviet army during their attack destroyed
most of this old city, especially amir's palace and its sur-
rounding areas. The Soviets didn't choose Hisor as the new
capital of Tajikistan. Instead, Dushanbe village, which never
before was an administrative and cultural center and had
less than a thousand inhabitants, became the capital of the
Tajik ASSR in 1924 and later Tajik SSR in 1929.
Hundreds of people, such as a large group of in-
tellectuals, politicians, scholars, scientists, doctors, teachers
and others moved from mainly two cities Bukhara and
Samarqand to Dushanbe village, to build a new capital and
a new country. Therefore, now there is a large Bukharan
and Samarqandi community in Dushanbe, the capital of
independent Republic of Tajikistan. Bukhara and Samar-
qand served as a reservoir of specialists and personnel for
the development of the new homeland of Tajik people.
Also, the early period of the rule of the Soviet empire in
Eastern Bukhara caused a large migration of religious, in-
tellectual and ordinary people to neighboring Afghanistan
and through it to other Muslim countries, like British India
(todays India, Pakistan and Bangladesh), Turkey and even
Arab countries such as Saudi Arabia (see further Abdullaev,
2009).
It took time for the Soviet empire to establish itself in
Central Asia since the defeat of Bukhara Emirate in 1920.
The civil war continued until the late 1920s. Anti-Soviet
struggle and activities continued until 1930. This struggle
and freedommovement against the Russian and Soviet rule
was called the Basmachi11 revolt. The term Basmachi was
applied by the Soviets for their Muslim opponents in
Central Asia. The Basmachi movement is regarded as a
negative element in Soviet historiography. But in fact, it
was a ﬁght between the local population and the invader. It
was a huge patriotic movement for freedom, faith and
honor. Therefore, the process of establishing the Soviet
power in Tajikistan was a long political and military
struggle. But, by the end of 1920s, the Islamic movement
and freedom rebellion were suppressed. The leaders and11 For further reading on Basmachimovement, see, e.g.: 1). Zevelev, А. I.,
Polyakov, Y.А., & Shyshkina, L. V. (1986). Basmachestvo: pravda istorii i
vymysel fal'siﬁkatorov. Moscow: Mysl'. 2). Pylev, А. I. (2006). Basmachestvo
v Srednei Azii: etnopoliticheskiy srez (vzglyad iz XXI veka). Bishkek: Kyrgyz-
Russian Slavonic University. 3). Andreev, А. R., Shumov, S.A. (2005).
Basmachestvo. Moscow: EKSMO: Algorithm.participants of the so-called Basmachi movement, whether
were killed by the Soviet Red Army and remained ones
moved to Afghanistan and from there to the different
Muslim countries of the world, such as India, Pakistan,
Turkey, Saudi Arabia, etc. This defeat and the end of the
Basmachimovement marked the beginning of the true rule
of the Soviet empire in Tajikistan.
7. Conclusion
Tajikistan is the only Persian-speaking nation in Central
Asia and former Soviet Union. Tajik lands were invaded by
many foreign powers, like Greeks, Arabs, Mongols, Uzbeks
and Russians. Therefore, the Tajiks have a long history of
being included in many empires, kingdoms, dynasties,
states, etc. The Russian colonial conquest and the Soviet
rule are the issues of vital importance in the history of
Central Asia. The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 gave
an opportunity to a revision of the history of Tajikistan and
Tajik people. The Tajik and other Central Asian historians of
the Soviet era wrote the history of their nations in accor-
dance with the Communist methodology and instructions.
Since the breakdown of the Soviet Union, the indepen-
dence of the Tajik nation had been reborn. Therefore, the
history of the Tajik nation must be revised and rewritten
according to the national consciousness and historical
reality.
The Russian and Soviet authors generally claimed that,
the colonial conquest of Central Asia by the Tsarist and
Soviet Russia was the free choice of Central Asian nations
whosewishwas to be unitedwith the great Russia. But, this
conquest of Central Asia was an important plan and strat-
egy of the Russian empire. Russian empire had political and
economic reasons to invade, colonize and ‘civilize’ this
important region. Moreover, it was a so-called “Great
Game” and competition between Russia and Britain for the
occupation of this region.
Modern Central Asian republics of Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan,
which obtained independence after the collapse of the
Soviet Union, still are suffering a lot from the legacies of the
Russian and Soviet empires. These young independent
countries still have many unsolved disputes with each
other and the biggest and most critical one is a territorial
conﬂict originated during the Soviet rule.
The rule of the Russian and Soviet empires in Central
Asia disregarded the history, culture and traditions of the
local people. The lands and territories of Central Asia
occupied and conquered by the Tsarist Russia were orga-
nized on the basis of the traditional Russian administrative
system, without reﬂection of historic and national speciﬁcs
of the region. Moreover, the national-territorial delimita-
tion of Central Asia designed and done by the Soviets in
1920s had the following consequences: 1). It created arti-
ﬁcial political entities e the Soviet republics, with new and
artiﬁcial names, languages and identities. 2). Many identi-
ties were abolished and new ones were created. For
example, the identity of ‘Sart’ was abolished. Many of the
Turko-Mongol ethnicities and identities such as the Barlas,
Chaghatai, Karluk, Kipchak, Lakai, even Turk were abol-
ished and identiﬁed as Uzbeks. 3). It created a tension and
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‘nations’ in Central Asia over territory, identity, language,
culture, history etc. 4). It caused a disunity and disinte-
gration between the people of Central Asia.
Among all Central Asian nations, the Tajiks, who are the
oldest settled people of the region, suffered the most from
the Russian and Soviet policies and legacies. Especially, due
to the destruction of the traditional and historical bound-
aries, political entities and national-territorial delimitation
of Central Asia by the Soviet government in 1920s, unfair
Soviet system and Pan-Turkists, the Tajiks lost everything:
their historical and important centers of culture and civi-
lization, the centers of their national consciousness and
identity, most of the territories with Tajik population and
their main and fruitful lands. Only after long, painful and
tragic struggles, Tajiks got only the mountains and the hills
to build their new republic. The Tajik population and
community living in Uzbekistan and Afghanistan is much
larger than the population of whole Tajikistan.
Only two decades have passed since the collapse of the
Soviet Union and the independence of Tajikistan. There is a
limited research has been done on the situation and destiny
of Tajiks during the Russian-Soviet rules, especially during
the national-territorial delimitation of the Central Asia by
the Soviets. I think it is an important task of the historians
of the independent Tajikistan to deeply analyze and study
how Tajikistan was conquered by Russian and Soviet em-
pires and to uncover all the details. It is not an easy task.
However, to achieve this goal the archives and other sour-
ces must be accessible and open to scholars. The present
and future generations of Tajik people should know the
true history of their nation. They should know the truth
about the real deeds of the Russian and Soviet empires in
Central Asia.References
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